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moved or acted upon, namely, in so far as their will
is determined by the object of their thought.1 But
as God thinks only himself, he can will and love
nothing but himself, and, if we try to conceive of
any influence of the divine Being which goes beyond
himself, it can only be in so far as there is some-
thing divine in the world which loves and seeks itself
in God.

It is easy to see that Aristotle has here come to
a kind of dead-lock. The moving and changing
world must be referred back to an unmoving and
unchanging Being as the source of its movement^
the series of causes and effects to a Being who is a
cause without being an effect. But when we *come
to this point, we find that the principle which we
have used to reach it is broken in our hands: for a
mover who is not moved has an activity which can-
not be conceived as of the nature of motion at all;
a cause that is not an effect cannot be introduced as
a member, even as the first member, of the series
of conditioned causes. We may hide this from our-
selves by speaking of a self-mover with Plato, or an
unmoved mover with Aristotle, or a causa sui with
Spinoza; but this is only a disguise for the fact
that we have made what Aristotle calls a AterajSacn?
eiV aXXo 7<?vo?, a change to a quite different category

above is a paraph rase of the beginning of the seventh chapter
of the twelfth book of the Metaphysic.